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Status of Claims: 



Claims 1-37 are pending. Claims 1-37 are rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 112 



The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. ^ 

Claims 1-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in 
the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. 

Claim 1 recites "wherein the first sequence of elements represents an ordered hst of 

elements where each element is from a predetermined set of elements." The skilled artisan 

would not be able to make and use the invention because the manner and process of making "a 

predetermined set of elements" is not described in clear, concise and exact terms in the 

specification. The most particular reference in the specification to "a predetermined set of 

elements" is the following: 

[0032] FIG. 3 illustrates a method for composing a resilient query definition 
related to a given document. In step S300, a set of stable elements are selected 
from the document. The stable elements may be, for example, a predetemiined set 
of stable elements or a set of stable elements that a user has selected. Preferably, a 
set of stable elements includes elements that will be unlikely to be removed or 
added in HTML code for a web page that includes changing content. However, a 
set of stable elements may be any set of elements either located in the document 
or a set of elements known in the art that may or may not be located in the 
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document. For example, experience may show that most web pages have a 
constant number of TABLE, FORM, and DIV tags, and these tags are usually 
stable, even for pages with frequently changing content. 

The specification merely provides several examples of what the predetermined set of 
elements may comprise and thus does not enable the ordinarily skilled artisan to produce a 
predetermined set of elements. Furthermore, "predetermined set of elements" appears to be 
based upon unspecified user's choice. 

Claim 1 recites "method for searching for a desired element in a document using a first 
sequence of elements from a related document." The skilled artisan would not be able to make 
and use the invention because the manner in which the "desired element" is connected to the 
"first sequence of elements" and the manner in which the "desired element" is connected to the 
"related document" is not described in clear, concise and exact terms in the specification. 

Claim 1 recites "generating one or more search queries from the first sequence of 
elements." The skilled artisan would not be able to make and use the invention because the 
manner and process of "generating one or more search queries from the first sequence of 
elements" is not described in clear, concise and exact terms in the specification. Furthermore, 
the manner in which the search query in the related document is connected to the desired element 
in the first document is not described in the specification in clear, concise and exact terms. 

Claim 1 recites "comparing the second sequence of elements with the one or more search 
queries to produce one or more comparison results." The skilled artisan would not be able to 
make and use the invention because the manner and process of "comparing the second sequence 
of elements with the one or more search queries to produce one or more comparison results" 
is not described in clear, concise and exact terms in the specification. 
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Claim 1 recites "determining the desired element in the document from the one or more 
comparison results " The skilled artisan would not be able to make and use the invention 
because the manner and process of "determining the desired element in the document from the 
one or more comparison results" is not described in clear, concise and exact terms in the 
specification. 

Claim 1 recites "building a second sequence of elements from the document." The 
skilled artisan would not be able to make and use the invention because the manner and process 
of "building a second sequence of elements from the document" is not described in clear, concise 
and exact terms in the specification. Furthermore, the connection of the "second sequence of 
elements from the document" to the desired element of the document is not described in the 
specification in a clear and concise manner such that the ordinarily skilled artisan can make and 
use the invention. 

Claim 1 recites "method for searching for a desired element in a document using a first 
sequence of elements from a related document, wherein the document is related by an expected 
similarity," The skilled artisan would not be able to make and use the invention because the 
manner and process of determining "the document is related by an expected similarity" is not 
described in clear, concise and exact terms in the specification. 

Claims 10 and 27 recites "wherein determining the best match between the search query 
and the second sequence of elements comprises choosing a search query with a position of the 
desired element closest to a position of the desired element in the second sequence of elements as 
the best match." The skilled artisan would not be able to make and use the invention because the 
manner and process of determining "a search query with a position of the desired element closest 
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to a position of the desired element in the second sequence of elements as the best match" is not 
described in clear, concise and exact terms in the specification. 

Claim 13 recites "further comprising searching for a target desired element based on the 
target desired element's relationship with the desired element." The skilled artisan would not be 
able to make and use the invention because the manner and process of determining the 
relationship between the target element and the desired element is not described in clear, concise 
and exact terms in the specification. 

Claims 18 and 35 include elements similar to claim 1 and are thus rejected for reasons 
similar to claim 1. Claims 19-34 and 36-37 are rejected for at least being dependent from a 
rejected base claim. 

Art Rejection Precluded 

Claims 10, 13 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, first paragraph. No art rejection 
of above claims is provided. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except tiiat an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 
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Claims 1, 5-9, 1 1,12, 14-18, 22-26, 28-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated Pub No US 2003/0028512 issued to Stensmo, as best examiner is able to ascertain. 
Claims L 18,31 and 35: 

Stensmo discloses a method for searching for a desired element in a document using a 
first sequence of elements [context windows created around each word in each document, par 
15] from a related document, wherein the document is related by an expected similarity, wherein 
the first sequence of elements represents an ordered list of elements where each element is from 
a predetermined set of elements, the method comprising: 

(a) building a second sequence of elements from the document [context windows created around 
each word in each document, par 15], wherein the second sequence of elements represents an 
ordered list of elements where each element is from the predetermined set of elements; 

(b) generating one or more search queries from the first sequence of elements [finding relevant 
search results, par 16]; 

(c) comparing the second sequence of elements with the one or more search queries to produce 
one or more comparison results [statistical evaluation, par 17] 

(d) determining the desired element in the document from the one or more comparison results 
[query expansion, par 17]. 

Claims 5 and 22: 

Stensmo discloses fiirther comprising performing at least steps (b), (c), and (d) a plurality 
of times to determine the desired element [par 107]. 
Claims 6 and 23: 
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Stensmo discloses wherein determining the desired element from one or more 
comparison results comprises determining the desired element from an exact match between a 
search query and the second sequence of elements [par 9]. 
Claims 7 and 24: 

Stensmo discloses wherein determining the desired element from one or more query 
results comprises determining a best match between one or more search queries and the second 
sequence of elements [par 13]. 
Claims 8 and 25: 

Stensmo discloses wherein determining the best match between the search query and the 
second sequence of elements comprises counting a number of matches per element for each 
search query and the second sequence of elements [par 15]. 
Claims 9 and 26: 

Stensmo discloses wherein determining the best match between the search query and the 
second sequence of elements comprises choosing the search query with a highest number of 
matches as the best match [par 18]. 
Claims 11 and 28: 

Stensmo discloses further comprising constraining an element in the predetermined set of 
elements with an attribute associated with the element [context words, par 13]. 

Claims 12 and 29: 

Stensmo discloses wherein searching the document for elements in the predetermined set 
of elements comprises searching for the constrained element and the attribute associated with the 
constrained element in the document [par 12]. 
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Claims 14.30 and 32: 

Stensmo discloses storing the second sequence of elements [Fig 1, 25, 27, par 37] 
Claim 15: 

Stensmo discloses wherein the predetermined set of elements comprises stable elements 
[Fig 1,25, 27, par 37] 

Claims 16 and 33: 

Stensmo discloses wherein the first and second sequences of elements comprise 
characters representing elements in the predetermined set of elements [par 37]. 

Claim 17 and 34: 

Stensmo discloses wherein the document comprises an HTML document [par 34]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-4, 19-21, 36 and 37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stensmo in view of Pub No US 2002/0156778 issued to Beeferman (hereafter Beeferman), 
Claims 2, 3, 19. 20. 36 and 37: 

Stensmo discloses the elements of claim 1 as noted above. 
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Stensmo fails to disclose wherein determining one or more search queries from the first 
sequence of elements comprises determining a tolerance level and using the tolerance level to 
determine the one or more search queries. 

Beeferman discloses wherein determining one or more search queries from the first 
sequence of elements comprises determining a tolerance level and using the tolerance level to 
determine the one or more search queries [par 5]. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Stensmo to include wherein determining one or more search queries from 
the first sequence of elements comprises determining a tolerance level and using the tolerance 
level to determine the one or more search queries as taught by Beeferman for the purpose of 
determining whether to do the text search for the phrase as a whole or to perform the text search 
for each word [par 5]. The ordinarily skilled artisan would have been motivated to improve the 
invention of Stensmo by including a predetermined threshold so that more accurate search results 
can be obtained by searching for words in a sequence up to a threshold [par 2]. 

Claims 4 and 21: 

Beeferman discloses determining a new tolerance level if the desired element cannot be 
determined from the one or more comparison results; and building the one or more search 
queries of a length equal to the new tolerance level [determining a metric, par 4]. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Etienne LeRoux whose telephone number is (703) 305-0620. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday from 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic, can be reached on (703) 308-1436. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-3900. 

Patent related correspondence can be forwarded via the following FAX number (703) 
872-9306 

Etienne LeRoux 

September 21, 2004 
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